The study on factors affecting sustained use of agricultural technologies the case of cassava farmers was carried out in three states of Southwest Nigeria. Structured interview schedules as well as in-depth study devices were used to collect data, which were analyzed using appropriate descriptive and inferential statistics. The study revealed that sustained users and abandoned users were not significantly different at (5 %) level in income level (t=-0.85), educational level (t =0.1.08) and family size (t= -0.85). However, they were significantly different (at 5 % level), in age (t= -2.17), farm size (t= 11.25) and cassava output (t= 10.87). The following major recommendations were made: (i) Agricultural technologies developed and disseminated should meet farmers' sociocultural, economic and environmental changing situations (ii) Technologies should be cost effective and flexible for result oriented adoption and adaptation (iii) Government should fund research and extension to enhance sustainable agriculture. (iv) Finally there should be adequate provision of inputs required for whole adoption of technologies other than the present experience where partial adoption occurred on the field. Regular evaluation and monitoring of output should be encouraged to affirm that the stipulated research results are realized.
INTRODUCTION:
Cassava is of high importance to the people of Nigeria because of its perceived potential contribution to the total food intake of the populace. Notwithstanding, the apparent disregard in which producers and consumers hold it, it is eaten daily in one form or another by almost everyone. It is most commonly eaten in the paste form and almost invariably it is eaten with soup, vegetables, meat or beans. When eaten in such combination, the other food items provided the nutrients, vitamins and minerals lacking in cassava. Cassava also provides the calories necessary for energy and for efficient utilization of the protein.
Increasing farmers' productivity and income would require the development of appropriate technological method in research institutions and securing their transfer by means of an efficient extension system as well as sustaining their use according to Abalu s(1988) . Research Institutions had not made much success in producing new technologies appropriate to the needs of African farmers in the post independence era (Spencer, 1986) . To a large extent, failure has stemmed from inadequate understanding of small farmers' goals and resource limitations and over reliance on imported technologies from other regions (Rewald, 2001 ).
The general objective of the study is to identify factors affecting sustained use of adopted cassava technologies in Southwest, Nigeria.
The specific objectives are to:
1. examine the demographic characteristics of the farmers, 2. identify the adopted technologies in the study area with regards to cassava 3. identify factors that affect sustained use of adopted cassava technologies in the study area.
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
The population for this study consists of the Agricultural Development Programmes' contact farmers in the Southwest zone, Nigeria currently involved in farming system practices, such that had adopted recommended technologies (maize, cassava and soybean) disseminated to them within a period between 1990 and 1995 or below. The Sampling Procedure: The multi-stage sampling procedure was used to randomly select three states namely Oyo, Osun and Ondo where adoption (full or partial) of maize; cassava and soybean recommended technologies had been reported (IAR&T, 2000) The Lastly, stage five was the purposive random selection of three farmers' households who have sustained use of the technologies (in the three crops namely maize, cassava and soybean) and three farmers' households that abandoned the technologies from the list of farmers that had adopted the technologies. This was derived from a preliminary survey that was carried out with the assistance of Extension staff of the ADPs. This helped in identifying the farmers that had adopted selected technologies within a stipulated period of time.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION Demographic Characteristics of Respondents:
The selected demographic characteristics of the respondents in this study were age, sex, marital status, level of education, religious affiliation, family size, gender of household head and organisational membership. Mean age of respondents was 49 years ranging from 20 to 77 years (Table.1). The modal age group was 41-50 years. Almost half of the respondents (48.56%) fell within the age bracket of 41-50 years. Those of 51-60 years make up only 30.29 percent of the respondents while those above 60-70 years were 5.77 percent and only 0.48 percent were above 70 years (Table 1 ). In addition, some 12.50 percent were within 31-40 years age bracket, 1.92 percent were within 21-30 years of age and only 0.48 percent were a maximum of age 20 years old. A total of 14.90 percent of respondents fell below the modal age group, while a total of 36.54 percent rose above it. A large proportion of 78.85 percent were within the 41-60-age range.
Both male and female respondents were covered by the study. However, 91.35 percent of the respondents were male while only 8.65 percent were female (Table .1). (Fig.1) . In other words, majority of respondents (60.58 %) completed at least secondary schools while a total of 29.33 percent of respondents attended primary schools or at most attended secondary schools.
A total of 151 respondents from the 208-sample size responded to question on social status (Table 2) . Only 7.95 percent of the respondents were village heads while 12.58 percent of them had one form of chieftaincy title or the other. However majority of them (77.48 %) were household heads. Only 1.99 percent belonged to other forms of social statuses, which include head of society, organisation or religious groups (Table 2) Majority of farmers (59.62%) were Christians while 38.46 percent were Moslems and only 1.92 percent were traditional worshippers (Table 2) . 
Adoption and Sustained Use of Cassava Technologies:
The years of first trial (adoption) and years of last use of cassava technologies were considered. As in the case with improved maize package of recommendation, it was discovered that farmers did not adopt the whole improved cassava package of technologies. The commonly adopted components from the package are the following: (i) the choice of improved cassava varieties (ii) planting date (iii) plant population (iv) fertilizer application and (v) weed control measure while the respondents did not adopt the remaining components that include the following pest and diseases control and harvesting time. Table 5 shows that 70.19 percent of the respondents first used at least one of the cassava technologies since 11 -15 years ago. That group was followed by 17.80 percent of the respondents who used the technology 16 -20 years ago. The remaining 12 percent of respondents had used at least one of the cassava technologies in the past 6 -10 years.
The period of last use of cassava technology was also considered. Similarly 63.94 percent of the respondents were still using the technology. These respondents were the sustained users of cassava technology while the rest 36.04 percent were the abandoned users. However, they stopped the use of the technology at varying times. Those respondents that stopped using the technology since 1 -5 years were 14.9 percent. About 17 percent stopped the use since 6 -10 years while 3.8 percent 118stopped since 11 -15 years ago (Table 4) . (Table 5 ) .
Similarly, majority (72.20 %) rated availability of capital as the least pressing reason for sustaining the technology; followed by Yield or output (53.40%), availability of input/ social adaptability (42.9%) and cultural adaptability had the least (9.00%) among others (Table 5) .
However, there were significant differences between some other demographic variables using T-test analysis such are, age and sustained use of technology at t value of -2.17 and farm size of respondents (t = 11.25) ( Table 6 ). Others with no significant differences include the following; family size (t=-0.85), educational level (t= 1.08) and income level (t-value =-0.85), (Table 6 ). 
